The authors wish to make the following corrections to their paper [1]:
Change in Main Body
The paragraph, formula, and citations in Section 3, page 5 of 26, reported in their recently published paper [1] were incorrect. Currently it reads: "We used the pixel level regression Curve Fit tool, an extension in ArcMap (ArcGIS). This allowed for us to run regression trend analysis on a series of 72 cities using AVHRR raster datasets for temporal analysis (1990, 1991, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, and 2001 to 2010) , taken in consideration that vegetation can be impacted by the climate during the years i.e., really hot, dry, wet, etc. The approach is similar to Geographically Weighted Regression (GWR), (Fotheringham, Brunsdon et al. 2003) .
where
Due to an undetected mistake in Section 3: Methods, certain errors appeared in the formula and we omitted some citations and references; for this reason, we would like to replace the above with: "We used the pixel level regression Curve Fit tool [44] [45] [46] an extension in ArcMap (ArcGIS) [31] . This allowed us to run regression trend analysis on 72 cities using AVHRR raster datasets for temporal analysis (1990, 1991, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, and 2001 to 2010) .
where:
Changes in Figure 8
Please note that Figure 8 , page 15 of 26, contains a mistake. 
Changes in Figure 12
Please note that Figure 12 , page 17 of 26 contains a mistake. Figure 12 should state (−1.96:1.96) instead of (−1.64:1.64). Please replace Figure 12: ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2018, 7, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 4
Please note that Figure 12 , page 17 of 26 contains a mistake. with the following corrected figure: ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf. 2018, 7, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 4 
Please note that Figure 12 , page 17 of 26 contains a mistake. 
Changes in References
The citations [44] [45] [46] in Section 3, page 5 of 26, were missing. These references are early studies that used the linear curve method and coefficient of variation. We cited representative studies for the method used. Please add the following new references [44] [45] [46] Due to this correction, reference numbers were adjusted to follow a numerical order. In [1] , the previous References [44] [45] [46] [47] [48] [49] [50] [51] [52] [53] are now [47] [48] [49] [50] [51] [52] [53] [54] [55] [56] .
These changes have no material impact on the conclusions of our paper. The authors would like to apologize for any inconvenience caused to the readers by these changes. The manuscript will be updated and the original will remain online on the article webpage, with a reference to this Correction.
